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REMARKS 

Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the present application in view of 
the reasons that follow. 

No claims have been amended. Claims 1,4-10, 12-15 and 17-25 remain pending in 
this application. 

A detailed listing of all claims that are, or were, in the application, irrespective of 
whether the claim(s) remain under examination in the application, is presented, with an 
appropriate defined status identifier. 

Allowable subject matter 

Applicant appreciates the indication that claims 1, 4-5, 18 and 22-23 are allowed, and 
claims 10, 14 and 24-25 would be allowable if rewritten in independent form. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. §§ 102 and 103 

Claims 6-7 and 19 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 6,628,460 to Ookawa et al. ("Ookawa"). Claims 8-9, 12-13, 15, 17 and 20- 
21 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ookawa in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 5,797,668 to Higuchi et al, ("Higuchi") and U.S. Patent Application 
Publication 2002/0097496 to Lu et al. ("Lu"). Applicant respectfiiUy traverses these 
rejections for at least the following reasons. 

As an initial matter, applicant notes that the Patent No. for Higuchi as listed in the 
prior Office Action is 5,914,759, and that body of the rejection in the present Office Action 
refers to Figures 17 and 18 of "Higuchi" which are in U.S. Patent No. 5,914,759, not U.S. 
Patent No. 5,797,668. For the purposes of this response, applicants wdll presume that the 
Office Action intended U.S. Patent No. 5,914,759, not U.S. Patent No. 5,797,668, as Higuchi. 

Independent claim 6 recites "a prism structure characterized by a peak angle of greater 
than 90 degrees and less than 105 degrees and a refi-active index of between approximately 
1 .65 and 1.8." None of the references cited in the rejection suggest this feature in the context 
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of claim 6, or the advantages of this combination of recited peak angle range and refractive 

index range. 

Ookawa discloses "the vertical angle of the prism is preferably within the range of 80° 
to 100^" (col. 5, Hnes 56-58), and "The refractive index of lens portions 3, 4 made of 
activation curing resin is preferably high, for example, 1.55 or more, preferably 1.6 or more, 
in view of enhancing the luminance of the planar light source device," (col. 5, lines 63-67). 

Ookawa, however, does not disclose the combination of the refractive index and peak 
angle range as recited in claim 1 . Ookawa merely discloses a refractive index of 1 .6 or more, 
not the range as recited of between approximately 1.65 and 1.8. Ookawa also discloses a 
range of the vertical angle of the prisms of 80° to 100°, not the range as recited of greater than 
90 degrees and less than 105 degrees. Thus, Ookawa fails to anticipate claim 1. 

Moreover, the structure of claim 1 with the recited ranges would not have been 
obvious in view of Ookawa. As discussed in the present specification on pages 6-7, the 
combination of increased refractive index and peak angle suppresses sidelobes. Ookawa does 
not disclose suppressing sidelobes or that a combination of increased refractive index and 
peak angle would be needed to provide such suppression. 

The references of Higuchi and Lu also fail to disclose the combination of the recited 
refractive index range and peak angle range as recited in claim 1, and thus fails to cure the 
deficiencies of Ookawa. 

Independent claims 8 and 1 5 respectively recite "wherein a peak angle of the prism is 
greater than 90 degrees and less than 105 degrees and the refractive index of the substrate is 
between approximately 1 .65 and 1 .8" and "wherein a peak angle of the prism structure is 
greater than 90 degrees and less than 105 degrees, and the refractive index of the substrate is 
between approximately 1.65 and 1.8", and thus are patentable for reasons analogous to claim 
1 . The dependent claims are allowable for at least the same reasons as their respective 
independent claims, as well as for further patentable features recited therein. 
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Applicant believes that the present application is now in condition for allowance. 
Favorable reconsideration of the application as amended is respectfully requested. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by telephone if it is felt that a 
telephone interview would advance the prosecution of the present application. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees which may be 
required regarding this application under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16-1.17, or credit any overpayment,, 
to Deposit Account No. 19-0741. Should no proper payment be enclosed herewith, as by a 
check being in the wrong amoimt, unsigned, post-dated, otherwise improper or informal or 
even entirely missing, the Commissioner is authorized to charge the impaid amount to 
Deposit Accovmt No. 1 9-0741 . If any extensions of time are needed for timely acceptance of 
papers submitted herewith, Applicant hereby petitions for such extension under 37 C.F.R, 
§1.136 and authorizes payment of any such extensions fees to Deposit Account No. 19-0741. 



Respectfully submitted. 



Date 



By 



FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 
Customer Number: 22428 
Telephone: (202) 672-5490 
Facsimile: (202) 672-5399 



Michael D. Kaminski 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 32,904 



Thomas G. Bilodeau 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 43,438 
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